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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Cynthia Lummis 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Lummis: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerrs, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tiwo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

	 contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the inciderit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft Iong-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superftind Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the she 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoit, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatittg 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on hat 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui1ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your stiff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.carolynepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Steve Pearce 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Pearce: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerrs, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tWo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2.epa.gov/goldkingrnine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approxim.tely 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the sIte 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mii)e, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatilg 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guilance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.carolyn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Thomas Emmer 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Emmer: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concem, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
htp://www2.epa.gov/goldkingmine,  contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 

• samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 4s 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imptcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible 1istingon 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plae 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repo4t, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA?s work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guilance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stae 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding poteltial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Icvine.caro1yn(epgv. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Thomas Massie 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Massie: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concer 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://y2.jgov/goldkjgrnine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incide t. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water systm 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. s 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be iised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prqgram 
caimot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ste 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progr4m 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plape 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoit, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Miie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatitig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on hat 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the 1PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications I 

between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potertial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your sttff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.carolvii(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Thomas Rooney 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Rooney: 

Thank YOU for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http//www2.epg/'oldkingp'iine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prdgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progr 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorer-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plae 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoi't, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mi4e, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may' 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guiance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely sta 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or levine.caroIvn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Vern Buchanan 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Buchanan: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerrs, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPNs work at the Gold King Mi4e, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatipg 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based onthat 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that mai 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guilance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your stuff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or levine.caro1yn(epagov. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Lynn Westmoreland 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Westmoreland: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conce 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
plaiming, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2.epagQgol4kingrnin , contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft 1on-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approxim tely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be sed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to ass ss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the pr gram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrim 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shoter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repqrt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based or that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that my 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stte 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.carolvn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

The Honorable Bill Flores 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Flores: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5,2015, release at the Gold, 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

://www2.epa.gov/goidkingmine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at twd 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main! 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the Site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking pltce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the relea$s 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repert, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based oii that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the! EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that my 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communication 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gi4idance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stte 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your taff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovemment 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or	  

Mathy 'Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
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The Honorable Chris Stewart 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Stewart: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within kwo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
	  contains comprehensive information that is responsive tc 

many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incid1nt. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water sysem 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft Ion-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be jsed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prøgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gu dance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely st te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pot ntial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.caro1yn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Cresent Hardy 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Hardy: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conce 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within $wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
j://www2.epgQgoidkingjne , contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imliacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28,2015, the EPA has expended approxim tely 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be sed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to ass ss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoi't, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mifle, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that maj 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui1ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pote tial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your saff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.carolyn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Dan Newhouse 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Newhouse: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concern 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximitely 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfiind Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible 1istin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progiam 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shoter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking pl4ce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Sunmiary Repot, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Miie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based or that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that m 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gu dance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely st e 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Icvine.carolynepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Dave Brat 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Brat: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conceriis, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

p://www2.epa.gov/goIdkingrnine , contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long+ 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp4cted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be tsed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to asses 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorer-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking pla4e 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPNs work at the Gold King Miie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiitig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.carolyn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable David Rouzer 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Rouzer: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concer 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideiit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approxim4tely 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superthnd Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ste 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other sho*er-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mijie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guiIance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely sta e 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pote$itial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or icvine.caro1yri(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE QF
SOLID WAST AND

EMERGENICY RESPONSE 

The Honorable Doug Lamborn 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Lamborn: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideht. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two mair 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may beused 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the p1ogram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progfrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shrter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Re$rt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigaing 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that th EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that my 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communication 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued g idance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely St te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pot ntial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.caro1viiepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF
SOLID WAST AND

EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

The Honorable French Hill 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Hill: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerils, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

	 contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incide4t. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. \s 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water qua1iy 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$l3.2M from the EPA Superfttnd Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the sfte 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plaèe 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma' 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui4lance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.ca:ro1yn(ZIepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Hal Rogers 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Rogers: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerrs, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water systqm 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which theEPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prcgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ste 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progr4m 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plate 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release$ 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoilt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiIig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on hat 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding poteptial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your stff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine,carolyn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jason Smith 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Smith: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2epa.gov/goldkingmine,  contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incide t. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which theEPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the sIte 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other s horter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking p1ae 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repo4t, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui4ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potertial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your st 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or levine.caro1viiepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 
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The Honorable Jeff Duncan 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Duncan: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concern 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tivo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
j://www2.epa.gpv/goIdkingmine , contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the inciden!. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water systen 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approxim tely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutoly authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be sed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to ass ss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prdgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoit, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Miie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely sta 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pote tial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.caro1yn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
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The Honorable Joe Heck, D.O. 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Heck: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerrs, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

//www2.epa.gov/oIdkigpine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to: 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideilit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water systm 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water qua!: 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imjacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superflind Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be .ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progam 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releass 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Reprt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Miae, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based o4 that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that m y 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gu dance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely st te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pot tial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your s 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or Ievine.carolyiiepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE QF
SOLID WASTE AND

EMERGENCY RSPONSE 

The Honorable John Ratcliffe 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Ratcliffe: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conceins, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedne s, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

jI/www2.epa.gov/gold1çjpgine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidnt. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water sysem 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft 1org-
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approxim tely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to ass ss 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the pr gram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different prog am 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other sho er-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking p1 ce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releas s 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based oii that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that th&EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that my 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communication 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely st te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potntia1 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your taff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or ievine.carolyn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE PF
SOLID WAS11E AND

EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

The Honorable Keith Rothfus 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Rothfus: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conceris, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
	  contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 

many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideiit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water syst 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13 .2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible 1istin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plae 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repot, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigati1g 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.carolvn(epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mark Amodei 
U.S. House of Representatives. 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Amodei: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tWo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2.epa.gov/goldkin gmine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$l3.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which theEPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be Used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repoilt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that ma 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potential 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.caro1vii()epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mia Love 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Love: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concern 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness 
plaiming, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within to 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
h//www2.ejgygo1dkmgmine, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
begiiming on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which thó EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superftind Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be used 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shoiter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that mai 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guiJance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely sta e 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pote tial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or ievine.caro1ii(i:epagov. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Michael Burgess, M.D. 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Burgess: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conce4s, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedne4, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within two 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
	  contains comprehensive information that is responsive to1 

many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water systm 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8,2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft long-i 
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term monitoring pian for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impacted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximaely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which theEPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be sed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the program 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking place 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releases 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiiig 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on hat 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui4ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding poteiltial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or ievine.carolyn(epa.go'. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
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SOLID WASTE AND

EMERGENCY RSPONSE 

The Honorable Michael Pompeo 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Pompeo: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concerns, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparednes, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within tvo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
ittp://www2.epa.gov/gljingine,  contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incidert. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water system 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft lon 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impfcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be i.tsed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to asse$s 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the proram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the silte 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shorer-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plate 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repo4, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatiI1g 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that may 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guiance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stat 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pote tial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or ievine.carolvn1epa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mike Coffman 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Coffman: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conceris, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2.epa.gov/goldkingmi.ne, contains comprehensive information that is responsive to 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quahty 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft lone-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repot, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the IPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that mat,T 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued guidance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely stare 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding potebtial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your saff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.ca:ro1vn(ãepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE QF
SOLID WAST AND

EMERGENCY REPONSE 

The Honorable Paul Gosar 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 205l5 

Dear Congressman Gosar: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conce s, 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedness, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

p://www2.eg/gQjçkingpj11e , contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incideit. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water syst 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quality 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft lon4-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters impcted 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximately 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which theEPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be *sed 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prdgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the site 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different program 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other sho4er-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking pla e 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the release 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Report, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mire, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatipg 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based on}that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons teamed in the afiermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the PA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that mai 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gui1ance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely state 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding poteitial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your sthff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or ievine.caro1vn(áepa.gov . 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE 4W
SOLID WASTE AND

EMERGENCY RSPONSE 

The Honorable Raul Labrador 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Labrador: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to concer 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedne$s, 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within wo 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 
http://www2.epa.gov/goldkigjp, contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incident. 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water sysi 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at two 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexico. 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water quaiity 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft ion 
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which the EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listin on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prçgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progrm 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other sho4ter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plce 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releass 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repert, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Miie, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigatng 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based or. that 
information. 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that the EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that my 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communications 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued gu dance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely St te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pot ntial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your taff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or 1evine.caro1vn(epa.gov. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
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The Honorable Roger Williams 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Williams: 

Thank you for your August 18, 2015, letter regarding the August 5, 2015, release at the Gold 
King Mine and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response and outreach efforts. 
Please be assured that the EPA is committed to continuing to work closely with response 
agencies and state, local and tribal officials to ensure the safety of citizens, respond to conce 
and to evaluate impacts to the environment. 

One of our foremost priorities during the response has been to collect and publicly release 
information to help ensure the health and safety of affected communities. Per the preparedne 
planning, and response process jointly developed with the state of Colorado, notification is a 
mutual responsibility of EPA and the state. On August 5, 2015, the day of the release, within 
hours, notification of downstream jurisdictions within Colorado occurred before the plume 
reached drinking water intakes and irrigation diversions. All downstream jurisdictions were 
notified in advance of the plume's arrival. The EPA's Gold King Mine website, 

	 contains comprehensive information that is responsive t 
many of the inquiries posed in your letter. Specifically, chronologies of the event have been 
posted, including a timeline of notifications, as well as photos and videos related to the incid 

The EPA collected and posted on the website water quality samples throughout the water sytem 
from multiple locations in Colorado and New Mexico to the Navajo Nation at daily intervals 
beginning on August 6, 2015. Sediment sampling began on August 11, 2015. Surface water 
samples taken prior to the plume's arrival were used to establish a baseline for water quality 
comparisons. Each surface water sample was analyzed for 24 metals, including arsenic, 
cadmium, lead and mercury. Surface water samples were collected on August 6, 2015, at tw 
locations prior to arrival of the plume along the Animas and San Juan Rivers in New Mexic . As 
of September 8, 2015, the EPA has collected 730 surface water samples and 488 sediment 
samples. Sampling data taken since the event indicates that metals and other constituents in 
water resources and sediment are returning to pre-event conditions. 

Because the EPA and the state of Colorado have been working to assess impacts to water qu4lity 
in the Animas River for several years, we have good information and data on background 
conditions in the river. On September 17, 2015, the agency requested comment on a draft lorg-
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term monitoring plan for surface water, sediments and biology. The EPA will use this 
information to assess long-term needs and evaluate our progress in restoring the waters imp 
by the Gold King Mine release. 

Regarding funding allocations, as of September 28, 2015, the EPA has expended approximtely 
$13.2M from the EPA Superfund Program, which is the statutory authority under which th EPA 
was operating in the Upper Animas Watershed. The Superfund Program includes two main 
programs - Removal and Remedial. Within the Remedial Program, remedial funds may be ised 
for, among other things, pipeline activities, those that investigate the site for possible listing on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). The Remedial Program was using those resources to assess 
and investigate this site - all of this is possible prior to listing on the NPL. However, the prQgram 
cannot use funds to conduct remedial action (the long-term remediation work) without the ite 
being listed. The Removal Program also receives Superfund resources, via a different progxam 
project, to conduct removal related activities (generally, emergency response and other shofter-
term response actions). Even on listed sites, it is possible to have removal actions taking plice 
concurrent with the remedial process, as the removal program can step in to stop the releass 
while a more long-term remediation strategy is put in place. 

The EPA Internal Review of the August 5, 2015, Gold King Mine Blowout Summary Repqrt, 
also posted on the website, provides a thorough history of EPA's work at the Gold King Mine, as 
well as other mines in the area. The EPA and external entities will be thoroughly investigating 
the full facts regarding this incident and the response, and the agency will respond based oi that 
information.	 I 

One of the initial lessons learned in the aftermath of the Gold King Mine release is that thel EPA 
can improve its communications regarding releases and other environmental events that mty 
affect multiple jurisdictions. To support response related notifications and communication 
between the EPA and our state, tribal and local partners, on September 4, 2015, I issued g4idance 
to Regional Response Teams to strengthen their Regional Contingency Plans, particularly 
regarding the need to alert and coordinate with responders in downstream alerts. Timely st te 
and federal notification is critical to allow impacted communities to prepare for potential 
environmental emergencies. Additionally, we have updated our website to include a new 
notification plan for Gold King Mine stakeholders throughout the watershed regarding pot ntial 
impacts of any mining related activities. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your taff 
may contact Carolyn Levine, in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmentai 
Relations at (202) 564-1859 or icvine.carolvn(iepag'. 

Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator
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